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Trey Judy 
Director – Regulatory 
 

February 5, 2016 
 
By Electronic Transmission 
 
Ms. Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 Twelfth Street, SW 
Washington, D.C.  20554 
 

 RE:  Connect America Fund, WC Docket No. 10-90 
  

Dear Ms. Dortch: 
 
On February 3, 2016, the undersigned Trey Judy, Director – Regulatory and David Armistead, 
General Counsel of Hargray Communications Group, Inc., met with Carol Mattey, Alex Minard, 
and Suzanne Yelen of the Wireline Competition Bureau, to discuss issues associated with the 
above-cited proceedings relating to reform of the FCC’s system for providing support to high-
cost, rate-of-return local exchange carriers.   
 
Hargray explored several principles related to a geographical based methodology to disaggregate 
support between competitive and non-competitive areas and discussed possible approaches to 
effect such a methodology.  Mr. Judy reviewed data and modeling related to such the 
methodology.  Hargray provided the attached presentation (Exhibit A) to frame the discussion, 
but indicated that the concepts were being refined into a more specific and actionable proposal 
that would be presented on the following day and documented in a subsequent filing (see 
Hargray Ex Parte dated February 5, 2016 related to meeting with Commissioner Michael 
O’Rielly, Amy Bender, Rebekah Goodheart, and Stephane Weiner).   
 
If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned. 
 
 

Respectfully submitted,  
 
/s/ Trey Judy 
Trey Judy 

 
cc:  Carol Mattey   
       Alex Minard 
       Suzanne Yelen 
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Exhibit A 
 

[begins on following page] 
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